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1 . An RCE (Paper 1 2) and an amendment (Paper 1 3) have been filed on February 
13, 2003. 

2. Claims under examination now are 1 2-21 . 

3. Restriction to one of the following inventions is required under 35 U.S.C. 121 

I. Claims 12-19, drawn to a composition, classified in class 524, subclass 
47. 

II. Claims 20 and 21 , drawn to a process, classified in class 264, subclass 
191. 

The inventions are distinct, each from the other because: 
Inventions II and I are related as process of making and product made. The 
inventions are distinct if either or both of the following can be shown: (1 ) that the 
process as claimed can be used to make other and materially different product or (2) 
that the product as claimed can be made by another and materially different process 
(MPEP § 806.05(f)). In the instant case the process as claimed can be used to make a 
materially different product such as a sheet, or a container from a thermoplastic 
material. 

Because these inventions are distinct for the reasons given above and have 
acquired a separate status in the art as shown by their different classification, restriction 
for examination purposes as indicated is proper. 

Because these inventions are distinct for the reasons given above and have 
acquired a separate status in the art because of their recognized divergent subject 
matter, restriction for examination purposes as indicated is proper. 
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4. During a telephone conversation with Attorney John A. Evans on May 1 3, 2003 a 
provisional election was made without traverse to prosecute the invention of I, claims 
12-19. Affirmation of this election must be made by applicant in replying to this Office 
action. Claims 20 and 21 are withdrawn from further consideration by the examiner, 37 
CFR 1.142(b), as being drawn to a non-elected invention. 

Applicant is reminded that upon the cancellation of claims to a non-elected 
invention, the inventorship must be amended in compliance with 37 CFR 1 48(b) if one 
or more of the currently named inventors is no longer an inventor of at least one claim 
remaining in the application. Any amendment of inventorship must be accompanied by 
a request under 37 CFR 1.48(b) and by the fee required under 37 CFR 1.1 7(j). 

5. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

6. Claims 12-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Mayer et al (USP 5322866) in view of Tomka (USP 5362777). 

Please refer to prior office actions papers 4 and 6 for this rejection. 

Applicants state (on page 3 of paper 1 3) that Mayer recites disadvantage 
attendant to use of modified starch. These disadvantages include increased processing 
time and increased cost. Applicants' statement is true but not conducive to establish 
nonobviousness since none of instant claims encompasses limitations based on cost 
and time of processing. 

Applicants contend (on same page) that Tomka relates to an anhydrous process 
while Mayer uses water. It should be noted that Tomka simply prefers anhydrous . 
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processing. That does not necessarily mean that hydrous processing is totally excluded 
or prohibited. 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to U.K. Rajguru whose telephone number is 703-308- 
3224. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 9:30 am to 6:00 
pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, James J. Seidleck can be reached on 703-308-2462. The fax phone 
numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 703- 
872-9310 for regular communications and 703-872-931 1 for After Final 
communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-308- 



0661. 
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